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Abstract
Background: Biotrophic interaction between host and pathogen induces generation of reactive oxygen species that leads
to programmed cell death of the host tissue specifically encompassing the site of infection conferring resistance to the host.
However, in the present study, biotrophic relationship between Fusarium oxysporum and chickpea provided some novel
insights into the classical concepts of defense signaling and disease perception where ROS (reactive oxygen species)
generation followed by hypersensitive responses determined the magnitude of susceptibility or resistant potentiality of the
host.
Methodology/Principal Findings: Microscopic observations detected wound mediated in planta pathogenic establishment
and its gradual progression within the host vascular tissue. cDNA-AFLP showed differential expression of many defense
responsive elements. Real time expression profiling also validated the early recognition of the wound inducing pathogen by
the host. The interplay between fungus and host activated changes in primary metabolism, which generated defense
signals in the form of sugar molecules for combating pathogenic encounter.
Conclusions/Significance: The present study showed the limitations of hypersensitive response mediated resistance,
especially when foreign encounters involved the food production as well as the translocation machinery of the host. It was
also predicted from the obtained results that hypersensitivity and active species generation failed to impart host defense in
compatible interaction between chickpea and Fusarium. On the contrary, the defense related gene(s) played a critical role in
conferring natural resistance to the resistant host. Thus, this study suggests that natural selection is the decisive factor for
selecting and segregating out the suitable type of defense mechanism to be undertaken by the host without disturbing its
normal metabolism, which could deviate from the known classical defense mechanisms.
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Introduction
Resistance in many plant-pathogen interactions is associated
with multifaceted defense systems. The individual components of
such systems include hypersensitive responses, chemical weapons
like phytoalexins and hydrolytic enzymes, and structural barriers
like lignin and hydroxyproline rich cell wall proteins [1]. Proper
recognition and judicious regulation of defense responses is
essential for host plants, as these responses often have small (but
measurable) deleterious effects on plant growth and metabolism
[2]. Fungal pathogens deploy different strategies to escape host
surveillance and establish themselves within the host depending on
their nutritional requirements [3]. Necrotrophic pathogens derive
their nutrition from the dead and decomposed material of the host.
Biotrophic fungi diplomatically adapt themselves to the host,
derive nutritional prerequisites and then categorically overpower
them. The hyphae of biotrophs grow both inter- and intracellu-
larly, and become encompassed by the host plasma membrane.
The causal agents of rusts and powdery mildew disease develop
specialized nutrition sucking devices named ‘haustoria’ [4]. These
carbohydrate and protein interfaces between the host plasma
membrane and penetrating hyphae facilitate the constant
exchange of signals and nutrients between the interacting partners
[5]. This intimate interface ultimately becomes the decisive factor
for the outcome of the interaction, whether it is fatal or conducive
for both the host and the intruder [6].
The molecular bases for the recognition of biotrophs by plants
outside the purview of gene-for-gene systems are still elusive.
Plants usually recognize pathogen-associated molecular patterns
(PAMPs) in the form of chitin, glucan fragments or pathogen
recognition receptor (PRR) proteins. Sometimes pathogen-medi-
ated degraded cell wall polysaccharides of plant origin also serve as
elicitors. After pathogen recognition, a multitude of plant
resistance-associated reactions are initiated, such as ion fluxes
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 1 February 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 2 | e9030across plant membranes, the generation of reactive oxygen species
(ROS), phosphorylation of specific proteins, activation of cell wall
strengthening enzymes, transcriptional activation of several
defense related genes, induction of phytoalexins, localized cell
death at infection sites (HR response), and induction of systemic
acquired resistance in distal plant organs [7]. Gene-for-gene
recognition of the pathogen corresponding R-avr of host and
pathogen also triggers ROS generation followed by programmed
cell death (PCD) at the site of infection [2]. In the case of obligate
biotrophs, R gene-mediated defenses are reported to trigger
salicylic acid (SA)-dependent defense responses downstream and
thus restrict the pathogenic invasion. Conversely, in the case of
necrotrophs, programmed cell death supports the growth of the
pathogen. As a result, jasmonic acid and ethylene (JA/ET)-
dependent signaling is reported to be operational in the case of
necrotrophs [8].
Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. ciceri is an important obligate biotroph
that causes vascular wilt disease of chickpea. Chickpea (Cicer
arietinum L.) is an important source of plant-derived edible
protein. It occupies the third position in the list of important pulse
crops of the world [9]. This most important pulse crop of India
and its adjoining countries account for 90% of the total world
production [10]. North and Central America produce about 5%
of the world production [10]. Since chickpea is affordable to the
general population it is widely used as a substitute for animal
protein. But the yield of this crop is severely affected by F.
oxysporum f. sp. ciceri attack. Annual losses account for 10–15% of
the total yield, and this sometimes escalate to total loss under
specific conditions [11]. This seed or soil borne pathogen has two
different pathotypes. The yellowing pathotype produces foliar
yellowing followed by vascular discoloration, while the more
devastating wilt-causing pathotype induces severe and fast
chlorosis, flaccidity and vascular discoloration [11]. The fungus
colonizes the xylem vessels and thus prevents the translocation of
water and nutrients, resulting in wilting [12]. Eight pathogenic
races (0, 1, 1B/C, 2–6) of this monophyletic fungus are reported,
amongst which races 0 and 1B/C induce yellowing while the rest
cause wilting. Race 1, reported to have wide geographic
distribution, is widely used by the scientific community to
investigate plant-pathogen interactions [13].
Fusarium wilt is primarily managed by resistance breeding
programs. But pathogenic variability and mutability leading to
breakdown of naturally selected resistance are the main hurdles
for plant breeders [14]. Marker-assisted gene mapping studies
have been done by many research groups [15]. Post-pathogenic
invasion related biochemical analyses have also been performed
by many scientists [14,12,16], which suggests that the resistance
against F. oxysporum f. sp. ciceri in chickpea is not governed by the
classical SA dependent defense responses operational in
traditional plant-biotrophic encounters. These studies empha-
s i z et h ep r e s e n c eo fs o m eu n c o n v e ntional defense mechanism in
this particular plant/pathogen interaction [17]. Unfortunately,
researchers have not yet been able to provide satisfactory
explanations for in planta pathogenic establishment and the
corresponding plant reactions. Hence, this particular pathogenic
invasion and its resultant host defense warrants extensive
additional investigation.
To address this problem, we reported some differentially
expressed expression sequenced tags (ESTs) from a case study of
the Fusarium-chickpea pathosystem [18]. Our report suggested
early recognition of the biotroph by the host. As a result, cascades
of signaling molecules were generated that imparted downstream
host defenses. In our present study, to understand how pathogenic
entry is sensed within the host, we sought to identify the initial
targets of the intruders and to determine how the plant reacts to
the foreign invaders with its team of molecular warriors.
Results
Manifestation of Fungal Attack
The initial symptoms of pathogenic infection were detected at
four days post inoculation [DPI] in wilt-susceptible JG62 plants.
Yellowing of rootlets, chlorosis of basal leaflets and slight drooping
of lower branches were visible [Figure 1a]. The symptoms showed
more prominence at 8 DPI with distinct browning of root zones
(probably indicating the pathogenic entry points) [Figure 1b],
retardation of root growth and branching accompanied by
chlorosis of the upper branches. At 12 DPI the symptoms were
further intensified. Root growth and branching were drastically
Figure 1. Phenotypical changes of chickpea plants upon
Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. ciceri (Race 1) attack. Infected JG62
plants at 4DPI (a), 8DPI (b) and 12DPI(c). Infected WR315 plants at 4DPI
(d), 8DPI (e) and 12DPI (f).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g001
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deposition occurred; chlorosis and drooping of the entire plant
marked the onset of wilt [Figure 1c]. At 18–20 DPI about 90% of
the susceptible plants wilted. However, the resistant WR315
plants, except for a slight yellowing of the roots, showed normal
branching even at 15 DPI [Figure 1d, 1e, 1f]. The control plants
of both wilt-susceptible JG62 and wilt-resistant WR315 showed
normal root growth, indicating that the changes in the infected
plant samples were the consequences of pathogen attack.
Establishment of the Pathogen within the Host
Serial sectioning of infected roots of both the varieties was done
every 24 hours post-inoculation to determine the onset of
pathogen colonization in the xylem vessels. Trypan blue and
lactophenol staining of the infected sections confirmed the
presence of the fungus in the xylem vessels of wilt-susceptible
JG62 at 4 DPI [Figure 2a, 2b]. Phenolic deposition was evident at
a small number of vessels although tissue disintegration was not
pronounced. Extensive fungal ramification coupled with tissue
disintegration and heavy phenolic deposition was found at 8 DPI
[Figure 2c, 2d]. Approximately 75% of the xylem vessels exhibited
a clogged appearance. At 12 DPI, fungal invasion and subsequent
phenolic deposition was found to totally obstruct the xylem vessels
of JG62. Also, vascular and ground tissue disintegration occurred
[Figure 2e, 2f]. Serial sectioning of infected JG62 roots was not
possible after 12 DPI due to total loss of normal root architecture.
However, in the wilt-resistant WR315 plants no signs of vascular
clogging were seen even after 12 DPI [Figure 2g, 2h]. The control
roots of both the varieties showed normal anatomical profiles.
Light microscopic results were further confirmed by scanning
electron microscopy [SEM]. Fungal microspores were visible at
the xylem tissue interior of infected JG62 plants at 4 DPI
[Figure 3b]. Onset of tissue damage was also observed
(Figure 3a). At 8 DPI, a large number of spores were found
[Figure 3d]. The vascular tissue damage was more pronounced
[Figure 3c]. At 12 DPI, the fungal spores not only increased in
number but were also found at different divisional stages, with
macroconidia in chains being quite characteristic [Figure 3f]. The
original tissue architecture was almost abolished [Figure 3e]. On
the other hand, infected root sections of WR315 showed no
anomaly even after 15 days of fungal entry [Figure 3g]. The fungal
spores were detected at xylem vessels after 22–24 DPI. Some
amount of fungal colonization with slight tissue disintegration was
visible at 28 DPI [Figure 3h], but fungal spore divisions were not
detected.
F. oxysporum f. sp. ciceri Race1 (Foc Race 1) Mediated
Changes in Host Transcription
cDNA-AFLP profiling was performed in chickpea for a
comprehensive analysis of host cell responses generated prior to
fungal establishment within the host. The differential transcript
profiling generated an output of 1489 differential gene
fragments. Among these differential gene fragments, 25% were
detected due to fungal attack [Figure 4]. Some were over-
expressed in the resistant variety, some in the susceptible variety
and some were unique to a particular variety while being
completely suppressed in its counterpart [Table S1]. All the
distinctly upregulated, downregulated and uniquely expressed
transcripts [ranging 50–400 bp] were eluted, sequenced and
submitted to the EST database of Genbank. Out of 87 distinct
gene fragments, 25 were found to be repetitive sequences and
were excluded from the EST list [Table S1]. Among the
differential ESTs obtained, many shared similarity with known
genes, some with proteins of unknown function and the rest with
un-annotated clones. The results obtained through cDNA-AFLP
were further validated using qPCR where the relative expression
levels of many of these characteristic gene fragments were
calculated [Table S2].
Figure 2. Sectional views of infected roots of chickpea plants stained with Trypan blue and lactophenol. Root section of infected JG62
plants at 4DPI (a and b), 8DPI (c and d) and 12DPI (e and f). Bars represent 10 mm.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g002
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The expression profiles showed an early induction of several
defense responsive genes in both varieties prior to fungal
establishment in host vascular tissue, although the level or trend
of expression was not the same in the two varieties. All the
expression data were calculated in terms of fold-change relative to
calibrator control samples [Table S2, Figure 5]. The expression of
ATPase subunit E transcript showed an opposite trend in the two
infected varieties. At 2 DPI, the resistant variety showed an almost
two-fold increase in ATPase subunit E compared to the susceptible
variety, and this further increased and exhibited the highest level
of expression at 4 DPI. Conversely, the expression of ATPase
subunit E transcript at 2 DPI in infected susceptible plants
decreased at 3 DPI with a further sharp decline at 4 DPI. The
expression of ATPase subunit F transcript showed similar trends in
both the infected varieties. However, the resistant variety showed
an increment of almost 1.5-fold at 2 DPI, 2.5-fold at 3 DPI and
3.5-fold at 4 DPI compared to the susceptible plants. Rapid
alkalinization factor [RALF] related EST showed the highest
degree of expression in resistant plants at 2 DPI, which gradually
decreased with time, whereas its expression was almost 5-fold less
in the susceptible variety compared to resistant plants at 2 DPI,
and this further declined. ESTs of Serine/Threonine protein
kinase and phospholipase C exhibited similar expression patterns
in both infected samples. However, the levels showed significant
elevation throughout in the resistant variety compared to the
susceptible ones. The initial levels of phospholipase expression in
the resistant variety at 2 DPI was approximately 1.3-fold higher
than the susceptible one, and this further increased at 3 DPI and
maintained this level even at 4 DPI.
Pathogen-Induced Wounding and Stress in Host Plants
Similar expressional trends of transcripts of wound-responsive
enzyme arginase in both the infected plant varieties emphasized
wounding caused due to fungal penetration. The level of arginase
was elevated concurrently with increasing time from 2 DPI to
4 DPI [Table S2, Figure 6]. However, the amount in the
susceptible variety was much higher compared to the resistant
one at any particular time point, suggesting more pronounced
wounding in the susceptible variety. Isoflavanoid biosynthetic gene
levels increased with time of infection in the susceptible variety,
Figure 3. Scanning electron micrographs of infected roots of
chickpea plants. Root section of infected JG62 plants at 4 DPI, 8 DPI,
12 DPI showing tissue disintegration (a), (c), (e) and conidia (b), (d), (f),
respectively. Root section of infected WR315 plants at 15DPI showing
xylem vessels (g) and tissue damage with conidia at 28DPI (h).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g003
Figure 4. cDNA-AFLP gel profile of non-infected and infected
JG62 and WR315 plant samples using different primers. Lanes 1,
5, 9 non-infected JG62; lanes 3,7,11 non-infected WR315; lanes 2, 6 and
10 infected JG62 and lanes 4, 8, 12 infected WR315. Primer
combinations used were lanes 1 to 4, E-AGC/M-CAC; lanes 5 to 8, E-
AGC/M-CAG and lanes 9 to 12 E-AGC/M-CAT. Arrows indicate some of
the bands selected for further analysis.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g004
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variety. Interestingly, the isoflavanoid biosynthetic gene levels were
approximately 22-fold and 8-fold higher in the resistant variety
compared to the susceptible variety at 2 DPI and 3 DPI,
respectively. But these levels showed a sharp fall at 4 DPI in the
resistant variety and were found to be almost 9-fold lower than its
susceptible counterpart. Cytochrome P450 transcript levels were
found to be quite conserved throughout the pathogenic progres-
sion. However, the amounts were 3.5–5 fold higher in the resistant
variety compared to the susceptible one. A DNA methylation-
sensitive gene fragment was found to be overexpressed throughout
in the susceptible variety. Besides, a drought stress-related EST
that initially showed a 1.5-fold increase in the resistant variety
compared to the susceptible one sharply declined at later time
points, while the levels increased in the susceptible variety with
increasing time.
Changes in Primary Plant Metabolism
Pathogen-mediated alterations were evident from the expres-
sion of transcripts regulating source-sink ratios. Carbon stress
probably due to higher energy consumption as a result of
pathogen ingression was suggested by the high transcript levels of
beta amylase, sucrose synthase and invertase found in resistant
plants [Table S2, Figure 7]. Beta amylase levels were maintained
in the resistant cultivar from 2 DPI–4 DPI, while the levels fell
drastically after attaining a peak at 3 DPI in susceptible plants.
Similar results were found for sucrose synthase in both resistant
and susceptible varieties with the exception that the lower levels
did not reach the basal value in the susceptible variety as found
in the case of beta amylase. The expression of invertase was quite
different from the previous two as a constant level was
maintained in the susceptible variety, whereas the resistant
variety showed a gradual increase in enzyme content with
increasing time. The hydrolase transcript levels increased with
infection progression in the susceptible variety, probably
indicating pathogen-governed hydrolysis taking place within
the host interior along with fungal ramification. Sugar transport
was probably maintained during stressful periods as supported
by the increment of sugar transporter ESTs at later periods of
4 DPI in resistant varieties. On the other hand, the transporter
Figure 5. Relative expression of early defense response genes. Expression of ATPase E and F subunit, rapid alkalinization factor, serine threonine
kinase and phopholipase C at 48, 72 and 96 hours post fungal induction in JG62 and WR315 plants. Error bars represent standard error (n=3).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g005
Figure 6. Relative expression of wound responsive genes. Expression of arginase, isoflavanoid biosynthetic gene, cytochrome P450
monoxygenase, drought stress ESTs and DNA methylation sensitive gene fragment at 48, 72 and 96 hours post fungal induction in JG62 and WR315
plants. Bars represent standard error (n=3).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g006
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varieties. The altered levels of nitrate transporters also suggest
changes in nitrogen metabolism probably due to pathogenic
attack or the result of carbon stress. Nitrate transporter
expression increased over time in the resistant variety, whereas
it showed a prominent decrease at 4 DPI in the susceptible
variety. Transcripts of acyl activating enzyme levels increased
concomitantly post-inoculation in the susceptible variety while
they remained at distinctly higher levels from 2 DPI–4 DPI in
resistant varieties. The gene expression of 14.3.3 was character-
istically high from 2 DPI–4 DPI in susceptible varieties,
suggesting some other significant role apart from mediating
stress signals. The expression of this protein transcript was
negligible in the resistant variety. On the contrary, expression of
a plastid division regulator related EST was very much
significant in resistant variety, whereas in susceptible variety
the expression was almost beyond detection.
Pathogens Induce Transcriptional Regulators and
Structural Components
ESTs showing similarity with ribosomal protein components
like RPS6 and RPL34 showed varying degrees of expression in the
two plant samples [Table S2, Figure 8]. RPS6 showed conserved
expression in the resistant variety while its levels increased
gradually with disease progression in the susceptible variety.
RPL34 expression peaked at 4 DPI in resistant plants while
susceptible plants showed minimum expression at 4 DPI.
Figure 7. Relative expressions of genes related to primary metabolism. Expression of beta amylase, sucrose synthase, invertase, hydrolase,
nitrate transporter, acyl activating enzyme, 14-3-3 related protein, plastid division regulator and sugar transporter at 48, 72 and 96 hours post fungal
induction in JG62 and WR315 plants. Bars represent standard error (n=3).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g007
Figure 8. Relative expression of transcription regulators, structural and antifungal genes. Expression of Ribosomal protein RPS6 and
RPL34, armadillo beta catenin repeat like protein, tubulin folding cofactor, cytochrome oxidase subunit 1 (COX1) and cystatin at 48, 72 and 96 hours
post fungal induction in JG62 and WR315 plants. Bars represent standard error (n=3).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g008
Chickpea Fusarium Interaction
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 6 February 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 2 | e9030Armadillo beta catenin repeat protein transcript increased from
2 DPI–4 DPI in resistant plants while susceptible plants showed
the opposite trend. Tubulin folding cofactor related EST showed
prominent expression in susceptible plants whereas resistant plants
exhibited negligible amounts. Level of transcripts of cytochrome
oxidase subunit 1 (COX) showed reverse expressional trends of
increment and decrement from 2 DPI–4 DPI in resistant and
susceptible plants, respectively.
Hosts Generates Antifungal Compounds
Antifungal compounds like cystatins related transcripts showed
almost 3.5-fold induction at 2 DPI in resistant plants compared to
susceptible plants, which further peaked at 3 DPI and then
gradually decreased at 4 DPI. The susceptible plants showed a fair
amount of expression at 2 DPI, which gradually decreased at
3 DPI and almost reached the basal level at 4 DPI [Table S2,
Figure 8].
Discussion
Advancement in agricultural research has drawn the scientific
community towards understanding the host colonization mecha-
nism of biotrophic fungi. Biotrophic fungi do not disturb host
metabolism until they have fully equipped themselves to
overpower the host defense machinery. This hypothesis is clearly
supported by the Arabidopsis-Perenospora and Arabidopsis-Erisiphe case
studies. In both cases, the pathogen does not alter the host’s
normal function until they are sheltered and have divided to
produce second generation conidia [2]. In the present chickpea-
Fusarium case study, results have provided some novel insights into
the already established theories of plant-pathogen interactions and
their downstream signals.
Hypersensitive Response: Are Pathogens Always
Restricted?
The obligate biotroph F. oxysporum penetrates the host through
gaps between the root and root hairs, but it starts creating havoc
only after entering the xylem vessels. R-gene mediated resistance
usually accompanied by the accumulation of reactive oxygen
species (ROS) culminates in the hypersensitive response (HR) and
leads to programmed cell death (PCD) at the site of infection. The
hypersensitive response is often associated with downstream SA
signaling, especially in the case of biotrophs [8]. This sequential
phenomenon is known to restrict the further invasion of the
pathogen within the host [19]. Even though SA and R-gene
mediated defense signaling have not yet been documented in the
chickpea- Fusarium interaction, a hypersensitive response in the
vascular tissue region is a reasonable assumption from the
microscopic analyses done in the present study.
Fungal chitins, glucans and their degraded products function as
PAMPs and trigger the hypersensitive response in host plants [6].
Degradation of the fungal chitins and glucans are governed by
enzymes like chitinases and b, 1–3 glucanases of host origin [16].
Apart from degraded chitins and glucans, callose also acts as a
positive regulator of the hypersensitive response [7]. Callose, a
substrate of beta-1, 3 glucanase enzymes [20], deposits at the point
of attempted penetration of the pathogen [21,22] and functions as
a host resistance factor. Whether the pathogen itself triggers the
chitinase and glucanase activities or the PAMPs switch on the host
defense is still debatable.
In the present study, the induction of these host enzymes was
found to differ between the susceptible and resistant cultivars. The
expression of chitinase and glucanases in the susceptible variety
accentuated after 96 h of inoculation [23] when the pathogen
already invaded the xylem vessel. Therefore, it is likely that the
pathogen initially reprogrammed itself in such a fashion that its
penetration was somehow aided by the host instead of being
treated as a foreign invasion. The pathogen unveiled itself and
started employing its pathogenic weapons against the host only
after establishing itself within the xylem vessels. At this stage, the
host chitinases and glucanases were induced. Induction of these
enzymes resulted in the ROS-mediated hypersensitive response
which often makes the plant susceptible instead of imparting
resistance [24]. Moreover, SEM showed the accumulation of
callose degradation products after fungal ramification inside the
xylem of susceptible hosts, which may have aided in plugging the
vessels resulting in blockage of upward translocation of mineral
solutes. Callose encapsulation of haustoria occurring in incompat-
ibility reactions between resistant hosts and pathogens prevent the
pathogen’s nutrient uptake. Conversely, in the case of compatible
reactions between susceptible hosts and pathogens, b, 1–3
glucanase-induced callose degradation facilitates the absorption
of nutrients by haustoria and promotes growth and sporulation
[25]. Pathogenesis is characterized by the ability of the pathogen
to replicate within the host interior because the host defense can
only be overpowered if there is a continuous flow of pathogenic
effectors within the host [26]. In the present study, SEM showed
that tissue disintegration and accumulation of degraded products
in the susceptible cultivar had no effect on fungal division as the
pathogen was seen at different divisional stages within the xylem
vessels even after 12 days of infection.
In case of the resistant cultivar, both chitinase and beta 1–3
glucanases maintained steady state levels throughout the fungal
penetration process, which predicted a different function of these
enzymes in disease responses in an incompatible host-pathogen
encounter. Pathogenic entry was evident at later stages of infection
[25 DPI] coupled with tissue disintegration, although to a
comparably lower extent than that of the susceptible variety.
These results suggested that in an incompatibility interaction the
host somehow reprogrammed itself to obstruct pathogenic division
within the host interior, thus maintaining the normal solute
conduction and metabolic homeostasis within the host interior.
Early Pathogen Recognition Responses of the Host
The host recruits its defense machinery only after it senses
foreign ingress. Throughout the present study, the expression of
several early pathogen recognizing genes was detected. ATPases
localized in membrane organelles and plasma membrane regulate
acidification by pumping protons across the plasma membrane
and maintaining solute homeostasis necessary for processes like
receptor-mediated endocytosis and protein sorting [27,28]. Such
acidification of intracellular compartments is reported to energize
ion and metabolite transport during elicitor induced stress in
soybean [29] and salt stress in Porteresia coarctata [30]. ATPases also
acts as a possible target of Ca
++ activated protein kinase in tomato
that is induced by medium alkalinization upon pathogen invasion
and wounding [31]. The activation of ATPases promotes
hydrolase and transferase activities [32]. In tobacco, ATPases
are considered to be a molecular switch for SA signaling and
preventing JA/ET-mediated necrosis during Pseudomonas syringae
attack [33].
Rapid alkalization factor (RALF), a polypeptide hormone, is a
plant stress indicator and growth regulator causing rapid
alkalinization of the growth medium. RALF was induced in the
resistant cultivar Brassica rapa during Plasmadiophora brassicae
infection [34]. It promotes extracellular alkalinity and activates
MAP kinases in tobacco [35]. The Ser/Thr kinases act as ‘central
processing units’ that accept input signals from receptors that sense
Chickpea Fusarium Interaction
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convert them to appropriate output signals such as changes in
metabolism, gene expression, cell growth and division [36].
Osmotic stress induces Ser/Thr kinases downstream of the SA
signaling pathway [37]. RALF also regulates the expression of
Ser/Thr kinases [38]. In turn, Ser/Thr kinases regulate the
expression of sucrose synthases and invertases during carbon stress
conditions [39]. In a similar case study involving chickpea-Fusarium
interaction such kinases were reported to be induced [17].
Phospholipase C promotes the hydrolysis of phosphoinositides
into inositol triphosphate (IP3) and diacylglycol (DAG). DAG
rapidly converts into phosphatidic acid (PA), thus promoting
medium alkalinization and triggering downstream MAP kinases
and calcium-dependent protein kinases [40]. Moreover, PA also
activates plasma membrane ion channels probably for transmis-
sion of signals in gene for gene interactions in tomato and
Cladosporium fulvum encounters [41].
In the present study, the transcript levels of ATPases, RALF,
Ser/Thr kinase and phospholipases were found to be elevated in
the resistant variety in comparison to the susceptible one from
48 h to 96 h post-infection. Hence it was presumed that the
resistant variety somehow reoriented its metabolism and induced
ATPases that played a crucial role in sequestering low pH fungal
toxic metabolites into the vacuole and calibrating the cell for
normal metabolism. RALF-mediated alkalinization probably
aided ATPase expression. Phospholipase C also promoted
alkalinity and RALF assisted production of Ser/Thr kinases.
Ralstonia solanacearum induced vacuolar acidity and extracellular
alkalinity coupled with Ser/Thr kinase and phospholipase C
expression prior to oxidative burst in sweet potato [42].
Invertases also aided the above functions. On the whole, these
early pathogen recognizing components functioned somewhat
synergistically in combating the fungus. The case study of
Ralstonia solanacearum and sweet potato supported the hypothesis
except for an exception that the signaling events though entirely
common to our study culminated in an oxidative burst mediated
pathogen restriction that was absent in the present resistant
plant-pathogen encounter, probably because an oxidative burst
in the central nutrient-conducting strand could prove to be fatal
for the host.
Pathogen-Induced Wounding of Host Tissue
Fungal invasion within the host produced wounding responses
evidenced by the expression of several wound-inducible genes.
Arginases hydrolyse arginine to urea and ornithine, the latter
being the precursor of polyamines, the well-studied wound healers.
Urea gives rise to ammonia, which maintains the nitrogen pool
during fungal attack [43]. Overexpression of arginases imparted
resistance in tomato against Manduca sexta by catabolizing arginine
in the insect midgut [43]. Besides, the protective role of arginase is
well documented in studies where the ornithine generated via
arginases helps in producing extensins at the site of wound-
induced tissue damage [44]. In our case study, the enhanced
expression of transcripts related to arginase in susceptible plants
compared to the resistant ones suggested widespread fungal
invasion within susceptible plants. However, the basal level of
expression found at 48 h post-inoculation in the resistant variety
also increased with increasing pathogenic invasion. Such increases
in arginase related transcript expression suggested the role of the
fungus in producing wounds in both varieties.
Leguminous plants produce phytoalexins and phytoanticipins
prior to, during and after pathogenic attacks, and isoflavanoids
form the major part [45]. Cytochrome P450 monoxygenases play
important roles in isoflavanoid synthesis [46]. These cytochrome
P450 monoxygenases exist as sugar conjugates inside the vacuoles
and act as H2O2 scavengers [47]. Elicited licorice, soybean, pea
and chickpea are the main sources of P450 monoxygenase cDNAs
involved in isoflavanoid biosynthesis [48]. Pisatin demethylase, a
P450 monoxygenase along with pisatin imparts resistance against
Nectria hematococca in pea [49]. Often, sugar metabolizing genes
such as sucrose synthase regulate isoflavanoid production and
impart resistance as found in the case of the tobacco and Botrytis
cineria interaction [50]. Apart from these, P450 monooxygenase
catalyzes many hydroxylation reactions within plants [51]. Studies
conducted on soybean showed induction of P450 monoxygenase
upon elicitation with cell wall fractions of the fungal pathogen
Phytopthora megasperma [29]. In the present study, the high
expression of isoflavanoid biosynthetic genes at early hours of
infection in the resistant cultivar suggests a probable role of
secondary metabolites in early defense signaling that seems to be
crucial for imparting resistance. The drastic reduction in
expression at 96 h of induction indicated that the expression was
probably not indispensable at later hours of infection for the
incompatibility interaction.
Few reports regarding the stress-responsive role of DNA
methylation-sensitive fragments were documented, particularly in
response to cold stress in maize [52], salt stress in Brassica [53] and
temperature and pathogen-induced changes in tobacco [54].
However, in our present study their role could not be elucidated
due to a dearth of supportive literature regarding their possible
functions in fungal pathogenesis.
Pathogen-Influenced Changes in Primary Metabolism
Successful pathogens compete with the host for essential
metabolites and attempt to capture its primary metabolism. On
the other hand, in an incompatible reaction the host utilizes its
mass energy to protect its primary metabolism from the foreign
invaders. Sugar metabolism occupies a pivotal position in plant
life. Plant pathogens tend to deplete sugar levels of the host,
resulting in induction of sugar cleaving enzymes like sucrose
synthase and invertase [55]. F. oxysporum f. sp. lycopercisi induced
alterations in source-sink sugar levels in tomato along with
downstream MAP kinase signaling [56]. Extracellular invertase
was reported to play the key role in phloem unloading and
downstream MAP kinase signaling [57]. Nitrogen fixation was
influenced by sucrose synthase activity in soybean [58]. Beta
amylases also participated in redox regulated starch degradation
under specific stress conditions [59]. Glycoside hydrolases are
involved in cell wall polysaccharide metabolism, biosynthesis and
remodulation of glycans, mobilization of energy during symbiosis,
signaling and stress induced secondary plant metabolism [60].
Sugar transporters play a direct role in signal transduction by
regulating sugar transport during normal as well as pathogen or
wound -induced stressful conditions [61,62,63]. In our study, the
expression of ESTs sharing homology with sugar cleaving enzymes
and sugar transporters emphasized the role of the fungus in
inciting the host defense machinery for protecting the food-
processing unit. Furthermore, the role of sugar alarms in
mediating stress signals is also not surprising. Apart from this,
the relatively enhanced expression of the above genes in the
susceptible variety 72 h post-inoculation suggested that a similar
self-protective strategy was also operational within them that
probably failed to meet the extending demands at later stages of
infection.
Nitrate transporters related transcripts are induced in roots as
an adaptive response against nitrogen depletion in Arabidopsis
[64]. In our study it can be assumed that fungus infection
probably induced changes in nitrogen metabolism, and this was
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in resistant plants. Plastids reside both at the receiving and acting
end in various cellular processes and alterations caused by
environmental cues [65]. In our study, the role of upregulation of
plastid division regulator related EST specifically in resistant
plants was unclear. Acyl activating enzymes are induced in
Arabidopsis in response to Alternaria brassicicola and Botrytis cineria
infection [66,67]. Also, these enzymes are related to oxylipin
biosynthesis and promote intracellular acidification resulting in
production of PR proteins during pathogen attack [68].
Transcripts sharing homology with such enzymes consistently
showed high expression in the resistant plants in the present
study. 14.3.3 regulates several protein–protein interactions during
abiotic and biotic stresses [69]. They also act as receptors of
fungal toxins and form a stabilized tripartite complex in
association with H
+ATPase that is responsible for leaching
nutrients and resulting in wilting of plants [70]. Enhanced
expression of this transcript in the susceptible cultivar suggested a
probable role of fungal toxins in our present study. Moreover, the
literature supports the role of 14.3.3 proteins in cleavage of their
binding partners in sugar-starved cells [71]. In the present study,
the overexpression of 14.3.3-like proteins in the infected
susceptible variety suggests possible sugar starvation in them,
while the resistant variety could make up for the shortage by
overexpression of several sugar metabolizing genes.
Induction of Structural Proteins, Transcriptional
Regulators and Antifungal Components
The armadillo beta catenin repeat family proteins are
transcriptional regulators that promote the structural alteration
of transcription factors leading to gene activation [72]. Tubulin
folding cofactor is known to regulate cell division and vesicular
trafficking in Arabidopsis [73]. However, the significance of these
genes in our study is yet to be elucidated. Ribosomal proteins like
RPS6 and RPL34 are upregulated in response to wounding and
abiotic stress in Arabidopsis [74]. They are also regulated by the
sucrose, octadecanoid and lipoxygenase pathways [75]. The
octadecanoid pathway along with the lipoxygenase pathway is
responsible for the production of oxylipins that are important for
plant defense [76]. Cytochrome C oxidase (COX), the key enzyme
of aerobic respiration, is involved in the translocation of protons
and has an active role in regulating stress-mediated signals [77].
The basal expression of the ribosomal protein transcripts and
oxidase enzymes related ESTs in the resistant variety emphasizes
their role in transcriptional regulation and signal generation
probably due to pathogen-induced enhanced respiration through-
out the cell during early infection. There are several reports of
plant cystatins from barley, soybean, tomato and sugarcane that
prevent the growth of fungal and bacterial pathogens even though
their antifungal activity is not attributed to their cysteine protease
activity [78,79,80,81]. Hence, the role and antifungal features of
Figure 9. Schematic pathway predicting the role of pathogen induced genes in defense. Integrated pathway map shows the role of
pathogen induced defensive genes involved in early defense, wound response, primary metabolism, transcriptional regulation and antifungal activity.
The ESTs are indicated in stars.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.g009
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variety needs to be critically evaluated.
Conclusion
Foc Race 1-induced changes in chickpea are summarized in a
schematic pathway [Figure 9]. Experimental data suggests wound
mediated entry of the pathogen within the host which was
predicted by the induction of arginase, isoflavanoids, cytochrome
P450 monoxygenase and DNA methylation related ESTs. The
induction of ATPases, RALFs, Ser/Thr kinase and phospholipase
C related ESTs signifies a somewhat early sensing of the pathogen
by the host plant. Induction of all these above mentioned genes
leads to altered primary metabolism of the host plant, which
involves changes in sugar and nitrogen metabolism. This
assumption was supported by the over expression of sugar and
nitrogen metabolism related transcripts and transporters in the
present study. These changes in primary metabolism may further
regulate many structural and transcriptional regulators. On the
whole, it is predicted that in compatible interaction Foc Race 1
establishes within the host, triggers HR, targets the host’s primary
metabolism and overpowers host resistance. Conversely, in
resistant plants the pathogen is sensed early, its establishment
within the host is delayed, HR intensity is comparably lower than
the susceptible variety and host primary metabolic signals
compensate for the pathogen-induced damage.
In a similar work involving chickpea and wilt causing pathogen
Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. ciceri Race 1 [17] an extensive comparison
between wilt related ESTs of susceptible and resistant plant
varieties suggested many non-canonical genes and many unex-
pected candidates with known non-stress biochemical function to
be involved in the immune response of chickpea. But the proper
functional characterizations of such genes are still pending. Thus,
further characterization of the gene clusters involved in the
chickpea-Fusarium interaction would lead to an in-depth under-
standing of wilt disease management in chickpea.
Materials and Methods
Fungal Strain and Growth Conditions
F. oxysporum f.sp. ciceris Race 1 (Foc1) obtained from ICRISAT
was purified as mentioned by Summerell et al. [82]. The harvested
fungal spore suspension was stored at 280uC with 30% glycerol.
Plant Material and Growth Conditions
Experiments were performed using chickpea (Cicer arietinum)
seeds of two different varieties, JG62 (wilt-susceptible) and WR315
(wilt-resistant), obtained from International Crops Research
Institute for the Semi-Arid Tropics (ICRISAT), Patancheru,
Andhra Pradesh, India [11]. Seeds of both varieties were sown
in a mixture of sand and synthetic soil taken at a ratio of 1:1 and
allowed to grow in natural greenhouse conditions suited for the
crop. Seeds harvested approximately after 150–180 days of sowing
were used for further experimentation.
Fungal Bioassay
Seeds of both JG62 and WR315 were sterilized using 0.1%
HgCl2 and germinated in autoclaved sand and synthetic soil
mixture (1:1). Twelve to fifteen-day-old seedlings of 15–20 cm
were used for assays. Plants were inoculated using the sick soil
treatment as described by Gupta et al. [18].
Microscopy
For light microscopic studies serial sections of both infected and
uninfected roots of JG62 and WR315 were done every 24 h after
inoculation, stained with Trypan blue and Lactophenol (Himedia
Laboratories, http://www.himedialabs.com) and visualized under
a light microscope.
SEM experiments were performed according to the protocol
documented by Thoungchaleun et al. [83]. Root portions
(2 cm62 cm) of mainly the root hair region were excised using a
sharp razor blade from infected susceptible (from 2 DPI–15 DPI)
and resistant (from 2 DPI–30 DPI) plants. Roots of uninoculated
control plants were also sampled and processed accordingly. All
the samples were fixed using 3% glutaraldehyde in 1X PBS
(pH 7.2) at 4uC overnight and washed thrice with the same buffer
each for 10 min. The samples were post fixed with 1% (w/v)
osmium tetroxide in the same buffer at 4uC for 2 h and washed
briefly with distilled water. The samples were then dehydrated in a
graded ethanol series (30, 50, 70, 80, 90 and 100% each for
10 min) at room temperature. The samples were further treated
with isoamyl acetate in the same graded fashion (30, 50, 70, 80, 90
and 100% each for 10 min) and dried in a critical point drier
(CPD030; BALTEC, http://www.bal-tec.com) with CO2 as the
transitional fluid. Samples were then mounted on metal stubs
(10 mm in diameter) using two-sided adhesive carbon tape and
coated under an argon atmosphere with a thin layer (approx.
30 nm in thickness) of gold using a sputter coater (JFC-1100E;
JEOL, http://www.jeol.com) at an accelerating voltage of 20 kV.
RNA Extraction, cDNA Preparation and cDNA-AFLP
Analyses
Roots of infected and non-infected plants of both JG62 and
WR315 were collected at 48 h, 72 h and 96 h post inoculation
and frozen in liquid N2. Total RNA was extracted from the
samples using a TRI reagent kit (Sigma-Aldrich, http://www.
sigmaaldrich.com) according to the manufacturer’s protocol.
Purification of the mRNA and subsequent cDNA-AFLP analyses
were performed following the method described by Gupta et al.
[18]. The EcoRI and MseI adapters and preamplification primers
mentioned in Table S3 were used [84].
Isolation, Re-Amplification and Cloning of ESTs
The differentially expressed ESTs were extracted from the
AFLP gel and cloned into the pGEMT Easy vector (Promega,
http://www.promega.com) according to the protocol described by
Gupta et al. [18]. Sequencing of the ESTs was done on automated
ABI Prism 377 Sequencer (Applied Biosystems, http://www3.
appliedbiosystems.com) at the sequencing facility of Delhi
University, South Campus.
Bioinformatic Analyses of ESTs
The sequences of the ESTs (with vector sequence trimmed off,
as recombinant plasmids were used as template) were analyzed for
their homology against the publicly available non redundant
genes/ESTs/Transcripts in the NCBI database using the
BLASTN and BLASTX algorithms [85,86,87,88]. The sequences
were submitted to EST database of Genbank with Accession
numbers listed under Table S1.
Quantitative Real Time Polymerase Chain Reaction (qRT-
PCR)
Quantitative real time PCR was performed on a BioRad iCycler
(http://www.biorad.com/) using SyBr Green qPCR Supermix
(2X), 25 ng of cDNA 0.3 mM of sequence specific forward and
reverse primers (Table S4) in a volume of total 20 ml. PCR cycling
conditions were 95uC for 5 min, followed by 40 cycles at 95uC for
30 sec, 55uC for 30 sec and 72uC for 30 sec [3]. Melt curve
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Variations in cDNAs of the samples were normalized using actin
as internal standard [89]. Fold change was calculated for 48 h,
72 h and 96 h post-inoculation in both susceptible JG62 and
resistant WR315 plants. The fold changes were calculated using
the 2
2ddCt method [90]. Experiments for the 25 genes were
performed in triplicate. The average fold induction values were
calculated after considering the standard error, where n=3 (n
represents the number of biological replicates, each replicate
obtained by 50 individual roots pooled together).
Supporting Information
Table S1 ESTs obtained from chickpea upon Fusarium oxysporum
f. sp. ciceri (Race 1) attack by cDNA-AFLP analyses.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.s001 (0.11 MB
DOC)
Table S2 Relative expression of different ESTs in chickpea
generated in response to Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. ciceri (Race 1)
attack using real time PCR analysis.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.s002 (0.07 MB
DOC)
Table S3 Sequences of adapter, preamplification and selective
amplification primers used in cDNA-AFLP analyses.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.s003 (0.09 MB
DOC)
Table S4 Primer sequences used for real time PCR.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0009030.s004 (0.05 MB
DOC)
Acknowledgments
We thank Bose Institute for the infrastructure, Prof. S.C.Pande
(International Crop Research Institute for Semi-Arid Tropics) for
providing the fungal culture, Dr. K.K. Sharma for supplying the chickpea
seeds, Mr Subhash Kumar Miakap for helping in scanning electron
microscopic studies and Mr. Arup Kumar Dey for backup service.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: SG DC DB SD. Performed the
experiments: SG AS. Analyzed the data: SG DC AS DB SD. Contributed
reagents/materials/analysis tools: DB SD. Wrote the paper: SG DC DB
SD.
References
1. Dixon RA, Harrison MJ, Lamb CJ (1994) Early events in the activation of plant
defense responses. Ann Rev Phytopathol 32: 479–501.
2. Glazebrook J (2005) Contrasting mechanism of defense against biotrophic and
necrotrophic pathogens. Ann Rev Phytopathol 43: 205–227.
3. Doehlemann G, Ramon W, Horst RJ, Voll LM, Usadel B, et al. (2008)
Reprogramming a maize plant: transcriptional and metabolic changes induced
by the fungal biotroph Ustilago maydis. Plant J 56: 181–195.
4. Voegele RT, Struck C, Hahn M, Mendgen K (2001) The role of haustoria in
sugar supply during infection of broad bean by rust fungus Uromyces fabae. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 98: 8133–8138.
5. Mendgen K, Hahn M (2002) Plant infection and the establishment of fungal
biotrophy. Trends Plant Sci 7: 352–356.
6. Jones JDG, Dangl JL (2006) The plant immune system. Nature 444: 323–329.
7. Hammond-Kosack KE, Jones JDG (1996) Resistance Gene-Dependent Plant
defense responses. Plant Cell 8: 1773–1791.
8. O’Connell RJ, Panstruga R (2006) Tete and tete inside a plant cell: establishing
compatibility between plants and biotrophic fungi and oomycetes. New Phytol
171: 699–718.
9. Food and Agricultural Organisation of the United Nations (1994) FAO
production yearbook, FAO, Rome.
10. Juan A, Navas-Cortes JA, Bernard H, Jime `nez-Diaz M (2000) Yield loss in
chickpeas in relation to development of Fusarium Wilt Epidemics. Phytopathol-
ogy 90: 1269–1278.
11. Haware MP, Nene YL (1982) Races of Fusarium oxysporum. Plant Dis 66:
809–810.
12. Cho S, Muehlbauer FJ (2004) Genetic effect of differentially regulated fungal
response genes on resistance to necrotrophic fungal pathogens in chickpea (Cicer
arietinum L.). Physiol Mol Plant Pathol 64: 57–66.
13. Jime `nez-Gasco MM, Navas-Cortes JA, Jime `nez-Diaz RM (2004) The Foc/Cicer
a pathosystem: a case study of the evolution of plant-pathogenic fungi into races
and pathotypes. Internat Microbiol 7: 95–104.
14. Nimalkar SB, Harsulkar AM, Giri AP, Sainani MN, Franceshi V, et al. (2006)
Differentially expressesd gene transcripts in roots of resistant and susceptible
chickpea plant (Cicer arietinum L.) upon Fusarium oxysporum infection. Physiol Mol
Plant Pathol 68: 176–88.
15. Flandez-Galvez H, Ford R, Pang ECK, Taylor PWJ (2003) An intraspecific
linkage map of chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) genome based on sequence tagged
microsatellite site and resistant gene analogue markers. Theo Appl Genet 106:
1447–1456.
16. Giri AP, Harsulkar AM, Patankar AG, Gupta VS, Sainani MN, et al. (1998)
Association of induction of protease and chitinase in chickpea roots with
resistance to Fusarium oxysporum. f.sp. ciceris. Plant Pathol 47: 693–699.
17. Ashraf N, Ghai D, Barman P, Basu S, Gangisetty N, et al. (2009) Comparative
analyses of genotype dependent expressed sequence tags and stress-responsive
transcriptome of chickpea wilt illustrate predicted and unexpected genes and
novel regulators of plant immunity. BMC Genomics 10: 415.
18. Gupta S, Chakraborti D, Rangi RK, Basu D, Das S (2009) A molecular insight
into the early events of chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) and Fusarium oxysporum f.sp
ciceri (Race 1) interaction through cDNA-AFLP analysis. Phytopathology 99:
1245–1257.
19. Apel K, Hirt H (2004) Reactive oxygen species: Metabolism, oxidative stress,
and signal transduction. Ann Rev Plant Biol 55: 373–401.
20. Hao P, Liu C, Wang Y, Chen R, Tang M, et al. (2008) Herbivore-Induced
Callose Deposition on the sieve plates of rice: An important Mechanism for host
resistance. Plant Physiol 146: 1810–1820.
21. Zimmerli L, Jakab J, Metraux JP, Mauch-Mani B (2000) Potentiation of
pathogen-species defense mechanisms in Arabidopsis by beta-aminobutyric acid.
Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 97: 12920–12925.
22. Ton J, Mauch-Mani B (2004) b-Amionobutyric acid induced resistance against
necrotrophic pathogens is based on ABA-dependent priming of callose. Plant J
38: 119–130.
23. Saikia R, Yadav M, Singh BP, Gogoi DK, Singh T, et al. (2006) Induction of
resistance in chickpea by cell wall protein of Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. ciceri and
Macrophomina phaseolina. Curr Sci 91: 1543–1546.
24. Baker MA, Orlandi EW (1995) Active oxygen in plant pathogenesis. Ann Rev
Phytopathol 33: 299–321.
25. Cohen Y, Eyal H, Hanania J, Malik Z (1989) Ultrastucture of Pseudoperenospora
cubensis in muskmelon genotypes susceptible and resistant to downy mildew.
Physiol Mol Plant Pathol 34: 27–40.
26. Stanghellini ME, Rasmussen SL, Vandemark GJ (1993) Relationship of callose
deposition to resistance of lettuce to Plasmopara lactucae-radicis. Phtopathol 83:
1498–1501.
27. Choi KY, Ji YJ, Dhakal BK, Yu JR, Cho C, et al. (2003) Vacuolar-type H
+-
ATPase E subunit is required for embryogenesis and yolk transfer in
Caenorhabditis elegans. Gene 311: 313–323.
28. Padmanaban S, Lin X, Perera I, Kawamura Y, Sze H (2004) Differential
Expression of Vacuolar H1-ATPase Subunit c Genes in Tissues Active in
Membrane Trafficking and Their Roles in Plant Growth as Revealed by RNAi.
Plant Physiol 134: 1514–1526.
29. Ohta H, Suzuki G, Awai K, Masuda T, Kato T, et al. (1997) Distinct pathways
for jasmonate- and elicitor-induced expressions of a cytochrome P450 gene in
soybean suspension-cultured cells. Physiol Plantarum 100: 647–652.
30. Senthilkumar P, Jithesh MN, Parani M, Rajalakshmi S, Praseetha K, et al.
(2005) Salt stress effects on the accumulation of vacuolar H
+-ATPase subunit c
transcripts in wild rice, Porteresia coarctata (Roxb.) Tateoka. Curr Sci 89:
1386–1393.
31. Schaller A, Oecking C (1999) Modulation of plasma membrane H
+ ATPase
activity differentially activates wound and pathogen defense responses in tomato
plants. Plant Cell 11: 263–272.
32. Dietz KJ, Rudloff S, Ageorges A, Eckerskorn C, Fischer K, et al. (1995) Subunit
E of the vacuolar H
+-ATPase of Hordeum vulgare L.: cDNA cloning, expression
and immunological analysis. Plant J 8: 521–529.
33. Lee MH, Sano H (2007) Suppression of salicylic acid signaling pathways by an
ATPase associated with various cellular activities (AAA) protein in tobacco
plants. Plant Biotech 24: 209–215.
34. Takahashi H, Ishikawa T, Kaido M, Takita K, Hayakawa T, et al. (2006)
Plasmodiophora brassicae- induced Cell Death and Medium Alkalization in
Clubroot-resistant cultured roots of Brassica rapa. J Phytopathol 154: 156–162.
35. Pearce G, Moura DS, Stratmann J, Ryan CA (2001) RALF, a 5-kDa ubiquitous
polypeptide in plants, arrests root growth and development. Proc Nat Acad Sci
USA 98: 12843–12847.
36. Hardie DG (1999) Plant protein serine/threonine kinases: Classification and
Functions. Annu Rev Plant Physiol Plant Mol Biol 50: 97–131.
Chickpea Fusarium Interaction
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 11 February 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 2 | e903037. Mikotajczyk M, Awotunde OS, Muszynska G, Klessig DF, Dobrowolska G
(2000) Osmotic stress induces rapid activation of a salicyclic acid induced protein
kinase and a homolog of protein kinase ASK1 in tobacco cells. Plant Cell 12:
165–178.
38. Ryan CA, Pearce G, Scheer J, Moura DS (2002) Polypeptide Hormones. Plant
Cell. pp S251–S264.
39. Purcell PC, Smith AM, Halford NG (1998) Antisense expression of a sucrose
non-fermenting-1-related protein kinase sequence in potato results in decreased
expression of sucrose synthase in tubers and loss of sucrose-inducibility of sucrose
synthase transcripts in leaves. Plant J 14: 195–202.
40. Meindl T, Boller T, Felix G (2000) The Bacterial Elicitor Flagellin Activates Its
Receptor in Tomato Cells According to the Address–Message Concept. Plant
Cell 9: 1783–1794.
41. Joosten MHAJ, de-Wit PJGM (1999) The tomato–Cladosporium fulvum interac-
tion: a versatile experimental system to study plant–pathogen interactions. Ann
Rev Phytopathol 37: 335–367.
42. Debarry M, Marten I, Ngezahayo A, Kolb HA (2005) Differential defense
responses in sweet potato suspension culture. Plant Sci 168: 1171–1179.
43. Chen H, McCaig BC, Melotto M, He SY, Howe GA (2004) Regulation of Plant
Arginase by Wounding, Jasmonate, and the Phytotoxin Coronatine. J Biol Chem
279: 45998–46007.
44. Merkouropoulos G, Barnett DC, Shirsat AH (1999) The Arabidopsis extensin
gene is developmentally regulated, is induced by wounding, methyl jasmonate,
abscisic and salicylic acid, and codes for a protein with unusual motifs. Planta
208: 212–219.
45. Dakora FD, Phillips DA (1996) Diverse functions of isoflavonoids in legumes
transcend anti-microbial definitions of phytoalexins. Physiol Mol Plant Pathol
49: 1–20.
46. Aoki T, Akashi T, Ayabe S (2000) Flavonoids of Leguminous Plants: Structure,
Biological Activity, and Biosynthesis. J Plant Res 113: 475–488.
47. Morimoto S, Tateishi N, Matsuda T, Tanaka H, Taura F, et al. (1998) Novel
hydrogen peroxide metabolism in suspension cells of Scutellaria baicalensis Georgi.
J Biol Chem 273: 12606–12611.
48. Akashi T, Aoki T, Kameya N, Nakamura I, Ayabe S (1997) Two new
cytochrome P450 cDNAs (accession nos. AB001379 and AB001380) from
elicitor-induced licorice (Glycyrrhiza echinata L.) cells (PGR97–167). Plant Physiol
115: 1288.
49. Kistler HC, VanEtten HD (1984) Regulation of pisatin demethylation in Nectria
haematococca and its influence on pisatin tolerance and virulence. J Gen
Microbiol 130: 2605–2613.
50. Hain R, Reif HJ, Krause E, Langebartels R, Kindl H, et al. (1993) Disease
resistance results from, foreign phytoalexin expression in a nove1 plant. Nature
361: 153–156.
51. Chapple C (1998) Molecular-genetic analysisof plant cytochrome P450-
dependent Monooxygenases. Annu Rev Plant Physiol Plant Mol Biol 49:
311–343.
52. Steward N, Ito M, Yamaguchi Y, Koizumi N, Sano H (2002) Periodic DNA
Methylation in Maize Nucleosomes and Demethylation by Environmental
Stress. J Biol Chem 277: 37741–37746.
53. Guangyuan L, Xiaoming W, Biyun C, Gao G, Kun X (2007) Evaluation of
Genetic and Epigenetic Modification in Rapeseed (Brassica napus) Induced by
Salt Stress. J Int Plant Biol 49: 1599–1607.
54. Wada Y, Miyamoto K, Kusano T, Sano H (2004) Association between up-
regulation of stress-responsive genes and hypomethylation of genomic DNA in
tobacco plants. Mol Genet Genom 271: 658–666.
55. Machenaud J, Henri R, Dieuaide-noubhani M, Pracros P, Renaudin J, et al.
(2007) Gene expression and enzymatic activity of invertases and sucrose synthase
in Spiroplasma citri or stolbur phytoplasma infected plants. Bull Insect 60:
219–220.
56. Sinha AK, Hofmann MG, Ro ¨mer U, Ko ¨ckenberger W, Elling L, et al. (2002)
Metabolizable and Non-Metabolizable Sugars Activate Different Signal
Transduction Pathways in Tomato. Plant Physiol 128: 1480–1489.
57. Roitsch T, Balibrea ME, Hofmann M, Proels R, Sinha AK (2003) Extracellular
invertase: key metabolic enzyme and PR protein. J Exp Bot 54: 513–524.
58. Gordon AJ, Minchin FR, James CL, Komina O (1997) Sucrose Synthase in
Legume Nodules Is Essential for Nitrogen Fixation. Plant Physiol 120: 867–877.
59. Sparla F, Costa A, Lo Schivo F, Pupillo P, Trost P (2006) Redox regulation of a
novel plastid-targeted beta amylase of Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 141: 840–850.
60. Minic Z (2008) Physiological roles of plant glycoside hydrolases. Planta 227:
723–740.
61. Lalonde S, Boles E, Hellmann H, Barker L, Patrick JW, et al. (1999) The Dual
Function of Sugar Carriers: Transport and Sugar Sensing. Plant Cell 11:
707–726.
62. Shalitin D, Wolf S (2000) Cucumber Mosaic Virus Infection Affects Sugar
Transport in Melon Plants. Plant Physiol 123: 597–604.
63. Ibraheem O, Hove RM, Bradley G (2008) Sucrose assimilation and the role of
sucrose transporters in plant wound response. African J Biotech 7: 4850–4855.
64. Remans T, Nacry P, Pervent M, Girin T, Tillard P, et al. (2006) A Central Role
for the Nitrate Transporter NRT2.1 in the Integrated Morphological and
Physiological Responses of the Root System to Nitrogen Limitation in
Arabidopsis. Plant Physiol 140: 909–921.
65. Lopez-Juez E, Pyke KA (2005) Plastids unleashed: their development and their
integration in plant development. Int J Dev Biol 49: 557–577.
66. Schilmiller AL, Koo AKJ, Howe GA (2007) Functional Diversification of Acyl-
Coenzyme A Oxidases in Jasmonic Acid Biosynthesis and Action. Plant Physiol
143: 812–824.
67. Li HY, Xiao S, Chye M (2008) Ethylene- and pathogen-inducible Arabidopsis
acyl-CoA binding protein 4 interacts with an ethylene-responsive element
binding protein. J Exp Bot 59: 3997–4006.
68. Viehweger K, Schwartze W, Schumann B, Lein W, Roos W (2006) The Ga
Protein Controls a pH-Dependent Signal Path to the Induction of Phytoalexin
Biosynthesis in Eschscholzia californica. Plant Cell 18: 1510–1523.
69. Roberts MA, Salinas J, Collinge DB (2002) 14-3-3 proteins and the response to
abiotic and biotic stress. Plant Mol Biol 1031: 1031–1039.
70. Toyomasu T, Tsukahara M, Kaneko A, Niida R, Mitsuhashi W, et al. (2007)
Fusicoccins are biosynthesised by an unusual chimera diterpene synthase in
fungi. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 104: 3084–3088.
71. Rolland F, Moore B, Sheen J (2002) Sugar sensing and signaling in plants. Plant
Cell 14: 185–205.
72. Stadeli R, Hoffmans R, Basler K (2006) Transcription under the Control of
Nuclear Arm/b-Catenin. Curr Biol 16: R378–R385.
73. Steinborn K, Maulbetsch C, Priester B, Trautmann S, Pacher T, et al. (2002)
The Arabidopsis PILZ group genes encode tubulin-folding cofactor orthologs
required for cell division but not cell growth. Genes and Development 16:
959–971.
74. Melntosh KB, Bonham-Smith PC (2005) The 2 ribosomal protein L23A genes
are differentially transcribed in Arabidopsis thaliana. Genome 48: 443–454.
75. Dia Z, Gao J, An K, Lee JM, Edwards GE, et al. (1996) Promoter elements
controlling developmental and environmental regulation of tobacco ribosomal
protein gene L34. Plant Mol Biol 32: 1055–1065.
76. Gols R, Roosjen M, Dijkman H, Dicke M (2003) Induction of direct and indirect
plant responses by jasmonic acid, low spider mite densities, or a combination of
jasmonic acid treatment and spider mite infestation. J Chem Ecol 29:
2651–2666.
77. Lee A, Kirichenko A, Vygodina T, Siletsky SA, Das TK, et al. (2002) Calcium
binding site in Rhodobacter sphaeroides cytochrome c oxidase. Biochemistry 41:
8886–8898.
78. Martı ´nez M, Lo ´pez-Solanilla E, Rodrı ´guez-Palenzuela P, Carbonero P, Dı ´az I
(2003) Inhibition of Plant-Pathogenic Fungi by the Barley Cystatin Hv-CPI
(Gene Icy) Is Not Associated with Its Cysteine-Proteinase Inhibitory Properties.
Mol Plant Microbe Int 16: 876–883.
79. Solomon M, Belenghi B, Delledonne M, Menachem E, Levine A (1999) The
Involvement of Cysteine Proteases and Protease Inhibitor Genes in the
Regulation of Programmed Cell Death in Plants. Plant Cell 11: 431–443.
80. Wu J, Haard NF (2000) Purification and characterization of a cystatin from the
leaves of methyl jasmonate treated tomato plants. Comp Biochem Physiol 127:
209–220.
81. Soares-Costa A, Beltramini LM, Thiemann OH, Henrique-Silva F (2002) A
sugarcane cystatin: recombinant expression, purification, and antifungal activity.
Biochem Biophysical Res Comm 296: 1194–1199.
82. Summerell BA, Sallen B, Leslie JF (2003) A utilitarian approach to Fusarium
identification. Plant Dis 87: 117–128.
83. Thoungchaleun V, Kim KW, Lee DK, Kim CS, Park EW (2008) Pre-Infection
Behavior of the Pitch Canker Fungus Fusarium circinatum on Pine Stems. Plant
Pathol J 24: 112–117.
84. Bachem WBC, Hoeven RSV, de Brujn SM, Vruegdenhil D, Zabeau M, et al.
(1996) Visualisation of differential gene expression using a novel method of RNA
fingerprinting based on AFLP: Analysis of gene expression during potato tuber
development. Plant J 9: 745–753.
85. Altschul SF, Madden TL, Schaffer AA, Zhang J, Zhang Z, et al. (1999) Gapped
BLAST and PSI-BlAST: a new generation of protein database search programs.
Nucleic Acids Res 25: 3389–3402.
86. Ghosh K, Dey S, Barton H, Loake GJ, Basu D (2008) Differential profiling of
selected defence-related genes induces on challenge with Alternaria brassisicola
in resistant white mustard and their comparative expression pattern in
susceptible Indian mustard. Mol Plant Pathol 9: 763–775.
87. Griffiths HM, Restrepo S, Smart CD, Fry WE, Hoeven R, et al. (2003)
Comparative analyse of potato expressed sequence tag libraries. Plant physiol
131: 419–429.
88. Ronning CM, Stegalkina SS, Ascenzi RA, Bougri O, Hart AL, et al. (2003)
Comparative analyse of potato expressed sequence tag libraries. Plant physiol
131: 419–429.
89. Chakraborti D, Sarkar A, Gupta S, Das S (2006) Small and large scale genomic
DNA isolation protocol for chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.), suitable for molecular
marker and transgenic analyses. African J Biotech 5: 585–589.
90. Livak KJ, Schmittgen TD (2001) Analysis of relative gene expression data using
real-time quantitative PCR and the 2[-Delta Delta C (T)] Method. Methods 25:
402–408.
Chickpea Fusarium Interaction
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 12 February 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 2 | e9030